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sort in attendance. also. Over the actions and 
omissions to act of these nurses no pne has 
a t  present any control whatsoever, except, of 
course, the doctor in attendance at  the 'par- . ticular case, and this is not of very much 
value, for it does not prevent a nurse who inay 
have been guilty of gross negligence from being 
employed elsewhere. Noreover, there is no 
definite standard of training required. Anyone 
may legally " nurse " a case during and after 
confinement, so long as a medical man is in 
attendance also, and there is nothing, so far 
as I am aware, to prevent such a " nurse " 
going straight from one case of puerperal 
fever to attend another woman in her coqfine- 
inent under another doctor. 

What is wanted here, to my mind, is some 
foim of registration of nurses, so that the 
patient's relatives and the medical man may 
know whom they are employing. A t  present the 
condition of things is a little anomalous. 'A 
" midwife " is compelled by the State to be 
careful, conscientious, and, to a certain es- 
tent, skilled. Monthly nurses need be neither, 
and there cab be no doubt that they are as a 
class responsible for a great deal of the puer- 
peral infection that exists at the present time. 
Sometimes, also, infection results from the 
proceclures adopted by the doctor, just as in all 
other surgical operations, but inasmuch as he 
does not, as a rule, have occasion to examine 
the patient internally after deliveiy, he caanot 
be held directly responsible for any sepsis 
arising later than forty-eight hours-the dura- 
tion of the incubation period of puerperal 
sepsis-after delivery. He may, of course, be 
indirectly responsible if he has not given the 
nurse sufficient instructions as to what to do 
and to avoid doing. 
. Another point that occuix in practice is what 
to  do with those patients who cannot afford to 
pay for adequate medical attendance and 

. nursing in their own homes. They cannot go 
into the lying-in hospitals, for they are septic, 
and usually there is no place for them other 
than the workhouse infirmary, but this is apt 
to involve a stigma, and many patients say, 
quite wrongly, of course, that they would 
ra'ther die a t  home. Of late years, however, 
there has been a tendency to admit them to 
isolation hospitals, and this is probably the 

. best course to adopt. It is almost always pos- 
sible to get, as Sister of a puerperal ward, a 
nurse with previous surgical and obstetric es- 
perience. 

After all, however, the main factor in the 
climinution of puerperal infection is the dis- 
semination of the knowledge of its causes and 
treatment. 

,* 

" .  

progrees of State IRegfetratfon, --- 
Sir Henry Burclett'sappenl to nurses, through 

his anti-registration journal, asliiiig them to 
sign a coupdn whether or no they were in 
favour of registration, did not receive the im- 
mediate ando.c.e~po~~~eiingopposition to registra- 
tion he anticipated, aiicl it has now been fomid 
necessary to send urgent puiiiphlets and papers 
to the heads of hospitals and nursing institu- 
tions, and to offer prizes to induce these ladies 
to whip up their staffs to  sign. Imagine pro- 
fessional women being influenced by prizes of 
two guineas and one guinea 1 Nothing COUM 
prove the estimate in which their character and 
condition is held by the anti-registration pro- 
tagonists than that these1 mean little sums 
should be considered an equivalent for their 
support. A prize of one guinea is also offered 
to the nurse working outside1 an institution 
who sends in the greatest number of votes. 
Presumably no professional qualification is 
necessary, nor can there be1 any veiification of 
these voters. We advise trained self-respecting 
nurses to have nothing whatever to do with 
this anti-registration dodge. Let them only 
sign a. d e p i t e  vesolution, giving reasons fov OT 

agaiizst registmtion that is iiitelligible and likely 
to have weight with responsible legislators. 

Dr. J. A. Coutts, of the Central Hospital 
Council for London, attempts to reply to the 
various letters which have . appeared 
in the Bl'itisL Medical JournaZ, in re- 
ply to  his former communication to that 
journal, but he only adds further inaccurate 
statements and personal attacks, the usual 
niethods of the irascible anti-registration per- 
sons with whom he is so closely associated. 

Before Dr. Coutts was persuaded to attacli 
those wonien ~7h0 are in favour of protecting 
the public frpn the ministrations of criminals 
and incompetents posing as nurses. we could 
mish he had consulted the very cqeriencecl 
nlatron of the hospital to  which he is attached 
-the East London Hospital for Children, 
Shadmell, as she is a niember of both the IUn- 
txons' Council and the Society for the State 
Registration of Nurses-societies to  which he 
denies the right to express an opinion upon 
their own affairs. No ~170man in the nursing 
worlcl has earned for herself a higher reputa- 
tion than kliss Row as a trainer of nurses in 
the speciality of children's nursing, or for de- 
votion tonthe sick poor in the East of Loncloii 
during the past thirteen years, and he might 
i d 1  have been guided by her espert opinion 
011 nursing questions. 
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